RESOLUTION NO. __ 1248

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF REDMOND, WASHINGTON, RATIFYING
THE KING COUNTY COUNTYWIDE PLANNING
POLICIES AND REQUESTING THE PUGET SOUND
REGIONAL COUNCIL TO DESIGNATE REDMOND
OVERLAKE AS A REGIONAL GROWTH CENTER.

WHEREAS, the City of Redmond’s adopted vision for the proposed
Overlake Urban Center is for a place that is not only a focus for high technology and
other employment, but also an attractive location to live, shop, and recreate; and

WHEREAS, the City of Redmond’s 1999 update of the Overlake
Neighborhood Plan established the policies, zoning, and development standards to
implement this vision and to encourage residential and mixed use development,
particularly in Overlake’s Shopping and Mixed-Use area; and

WHEREAS, the City of Redmond is currently undergoing a planning
process to update and refine the Overlake Neighborhood Plan, including identifying
implementation measures that can be taken in the short- and long-term to achieve the
vision for the area; and

WHEREAS, on March 7, 2006, the City Council adopted Ordinance 2282
amending the Comprehensive Plan to designate Overlake as an Urban Center; and

WHEREAS, on September 20, 2006, the King County Growth
Management Planning Council recommended designation of Overlake as an Urban

Center; and




WHEREAS, on April 9, 2007, the King County Council approved a
motion to designate Overlake as an Urban Center in the Countywide Planning Policies
and this amendment is now undergoing a 90-day ratification process; and

WHEREAS, ratification of amendments to the Countywide Planning
Policies require approval by at least 30% of the jurisdictions representing at least 70% of
the population of King County, within 90 days of adoption of the King County Council;
and

WHEREAS, the proposed Overlake Urban Center meets Puget Sound
Regional Council criteria for Regional Growth Centers; and

WHEREAS, the final step in the regional designation process of Overlake
as an Urban Center is to request action by the Puget Sound Regional Council; and

WHEREAS, Puget Sound Regional Council’s designation of a portion of
Overlake as a Regional Growth Center is an important step towards achieving the
adopted vision for this area; NOW, THEREFORE,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF REDMOND, WASHINGTON,
HEREBY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Redmond, Washington, hereby
ratifies the Amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning Policies. A
copy of said amendments denominated as Exhibit “A” is attached hereto and made a part
hereof as though set forth in full herein. Exhibit “A” is comprised of King County

Ordinance 15709,

Resolution No. 1248




Section 2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to submit Redmond
Overlake’s Urban Center designation request to the Puget Sound Regional Council for
review and approval.

RESOLVED this 15 day of May 2007.

ROSEMARIE IVES MAYR

ATTESJ/AUTHENTICATED:

J\Lf? (\./\._______/
MAIS ES, CITY CZERK
FIL CLERK: May 7, 2007
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: May 15, 2007
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR: May 15, 2007
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15, 2007

RESOLUTION NO. _ 1248




EXHIBIT A

Exhibit A to City of Redmond Resolution No. 1248

King County

April 27, 2007

H

The Honorable Rosemarie lves

City of Redmond
P.O. Box 97010

Redmond, WA 88073-9710

Dear Mayor ives:

<>
LR R

We are pleased to forward for your consideration and ratification the enclosed
amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Poiicies {CPP).

On April 9, 2007, the Metropolitan King County Councit approved and ratified :
amendments on behalf of unincorporated King County. Copies of the King !
County Council staff report, ordinance and Growth Management Planning ’
Council motions are enclosed to assist you in your review of these amendments.
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If you adopt any legisiation relative to this action, please send a copy of the
legisiation by the close of business, July 9, 2007, to Anne Naris, Clerk of the
Coungil, W1039 King County Courthouse, 5§16 Third Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104.

if you have any gquestions about the amendments or ratification process, please
contact Paul Reitenbach, Senior Policy Analyst, King County Department of
Development and Environmental Services, at 206-286-6705, or Rick Bautista,
Council Staff, King County Council, at 206-296-0323.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter,

Sincerely,

per el

ary Gossett, Chair
Metropolitan King County Council King County Executive

Enclosures

\te: King County City Planning Directors
Suburban Cilies Association
Stephanie Warden, Director, Department of Development and Environmental
Services (DDES)
Paul Reitenbach, Senior Policy Analyst, DDES
Rick Bautista, Council Staff, Growth Management & Natural Resources
Committee (GM&NR})
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Ordinance 15709

Proposed No. 2006-0578.1 Spensors Phillips

AN ORDINANCE adopting amendments to the
Countywide Planning Policies; amending the interim
potential annexation areas map and ratifying the amended
Countywide Planning Policies for unincorporated King
County; and amending Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as
amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 and Ordinance 10450,

Section 4, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040.

BE iT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

§EC’E-‘ TON 1. Findings. The council makes the following findings:

A. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Growth
Management Planning Council recommended King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies (Phase I} in July 1992, under Ordinance 10450.

B. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Phase II
amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies on August 15, 1994, under Ordinance

11446.
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C. The Growth Management Planning Councii met on April 26, 2006 and
September 20, 2006 and voted to recommend amendments o the King County
Countywide Planning Policies, amending the interim potential annexation areas map as
shown in Attachment A to this ordinance and designating Overlake an Urban Center as
shown on Attachment B to this ordinance. The Growth Management Planning Council
also approved an amendment 1o Countywide Planning Policy LU-25b to allow
adjustments of growth targets as municipal incorporations are approved.

SECTION 2, Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 are
each hereby arnended to read as follows:

Fhase II.

A. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies attached to Ordinance 11446 are hereby approved and adopted.

B. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment { to Ordinance {2027,

C. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421.

D, Tl-w Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260.

E. The Phase [I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments | through 4 t0 Grdinance (3415,

F. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning

Poiicies are amnended, as shown by Attachments | through 3 to Ordinance 13858.




40
41
42

43

45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
35
56
57
58
59
60

61

Crdinance 15709

G. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Couniywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14390.

H. The Phase II Amendments o the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14391,

I. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14392,

I. The Phase [I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment I t¢ Ordinance 14652,

K. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 14653.

L. The Phase It Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Osxdinance 14654,

M. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14655.

N. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments } and 2 to Ordinance 14656.

Q. Tl-xe Phase II amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning
Pelicies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 14844,

P. The Phase II Amendments to the King Couniy 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended as shown by Attachments A, B and C to Ordinance 15121,

Q. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A te Ordinance 15122,
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R. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15123,
S. Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A and B to Ordinance 15426.

T, Phase I¥ Amendments o the King County 2012 - Countywids Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A, B and C tfo this ordinance,
SECTION 3. Qrdinance 10450, Section 4, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

Ratification for unincorparated King County.

A. Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance 10450 for the purposes
specified are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

B. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
108440 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

C. The amendinents to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
11061 are-hereby ratified on behalf of the popuiation of unincorporated King County.

D. The Phase H{ amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning
Potlicies adopii:d by Ordinance 1446 are hereby ratified on behalf of the popuiation of
unincorporated King County.

E. The amendraents to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Qrdinance 12027 are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.
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F. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment i to Ordinance 1242 1, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

G. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments I and 2 to Ordinance 13260, are hereby ratified on behdif of the
population of unincorporated King County.

H. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415, are hereby ratified on behalf of
{he population of unincorporated King County.

I. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County.

J. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Pelicies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14390, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County. '

K. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Atéchment | to Ordinance 14391, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

L. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14392, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.
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M. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Qrdinance 14652, are hereby ratified on behaif of the
population of unincorporated King County.

N. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments | through 3 to Ordinance 14653, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County.

. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment i to Ordinance 14654, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

P. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14655, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
pepulation of unincorporated King County.

Q. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Couniywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Qrdinance 14656, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

R. The amendments io the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Att-achmem A to Ordinance 14844, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

S. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Atiachments A, B and C to Ordinance 15121, are hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincorporated King County.
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T. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15122, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

- population of unincorporated King County.

U. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15123, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

V. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments A and B to Ordinance 15426, are hereb y ratified on'behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.

W, The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countvwide Planning Policies,
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as shown by Attachments A, B and C to this ordinance, are hereby ratified on behaif of

the population of unincorporated Kirg County.

Ordinance 15709 was introduced on 2/5/2007 and passed by the Metropolitan King
County Council on 4/9/2007, by the following vote:

Yes: 9 - Mr. Gossett, Ms. Patterson, Ms. Lambert, Mr. von Reichbauer, M.
Dunn, Mr. Ferguson, Mr. Phillips, Ms. Hague and Mr. Constantine

No: O

Excused: 0

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Larry Gossett, Chair
ATTEST:

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

APPROVED this 13 day of QP!LU'-— , 2007.

Ron 5ims, County Executive

Attachments A. Motion No. 06-1--Dated April 26,2006, B. Motion No. 06-2--Dated April 26, 2006,
C. Maotion Ne, 06-03--Dated September 20, 2006
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" April 26, 2006 in open session

15709
2006-578

4/26/06 Attachment A

Sponsored By: Executive Committes _

lpr

MOTION NO. 06-1

A MOTION to amend the interim Potential Annexation Area
map in the Countywide Planning Policies.

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policies LUJ-31 and LU-32 anticipate the collaborative
designation of Potential Annexation Areas (PAA) and the eventual annexation of these
areas by cities.

WHEREAS, the attached PAA map amendment removes one of the largest unincorporated -
urban areas not within the PAA of any city and adds this area to the City of Renton PAA.

WHEREAS, the attached PAA map amendment is supported by the City of Renton and
King County.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF
KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

1. Amend the Interim Potential Annexation Area Map by including the area known as
West Hill, showt: on attachment A of this motion, within the Potential Annexation
Area of the City of Renton.

2. This amendment is recommended 1o the Metropolitan King County Council and the
Cities of King County for adoption and ratification.

ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County on
igned by the chair of the GMPC.

' Ron Sims, Chair, Growth Mamigement Planning Council
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Attachment B

April 26, 2006
Sponsored By Executive Committee

fpr

MOTION NO. 06-2

A MOTION by the Growth Management Planning Council of King
County recommending the amendment of the Countywide Pianning
Policies by revising existing policy LU-25b to allow adjustment of
household and employment targets if a pew municipal incorporation
occurs within a designated Potential Annexation Arca (PAA).

"WHEREAS, in accordance with the Growth Management Act (GMA), the Countywide
Planning Policies establish a houschold and emaployment target for each city and
for unincorporated Urban designated King County through 2022; and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policy LU-25b statesa that the adopied househnld and
employment {argets shall be adjusted as annexations occur within a Potential Annexation
Area, but po similar provision is made if a municipal incorporation occurs within a PAA,.

THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY
HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

Amend Sections I C. of the King County Countywide Planning Policies as follows:

LtU25b As annexations or incorporations occur, growth targets shall be adjusted.

Household and employment targets for each jurisdiction’s potential
annexation area, as adopted in Table LU-1, shafl be transferred to the

annexing jurisdiction or newly incarparated city as follows:

a. King County and the respective city will determine new household
and employment targets for areas under consideration for
annexation pror to the submittal of the annexation proposal to the
King County Boundary Review Board;

b. A city's hotisehold and employment targets shall be increased by a
share of the target for the potential annexation area proportionate fo
the share of the potential annexation area’s development capacity

located within the area annexed. In the casa of incorporation, an
equivaient formula shall be used to establish household and

employment targets for the pew city. Each city will determine how

and where within their corporate boundaries to accommodate the
target increases;
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¢. The Counly's targset shall be correspaondingly decreased to ensure
that overall target levels in the county remain the same:

d. The househofd and employment targets in Table LU-1 will be
updated periodically to reflect changes due to annexations or
incorporations, These target updates do not require adoption by the
Growth Management Planning Council.

"

ADGPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County on Apeil 246
20026 in open session.

Ron Sims, Chair, Growth Managernent Planning Council

-2 -
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9/20/06 Attachment C

Sponsored By; Executive Commiitee

fpr

MOTION NO. 05-03

A MOTION i amend the Countywide Planning Policies by
designating the Overlake area of Redmond as an Urban
Center. Overlake is added to the list of Urban Centers
following Countywide Planning Policy L{J-39,

WHEREAS, a goal of the Growth Management Act is to encourage development in Urban
Areas where adequate public facilities exist or can be provided in an efficient manner;

WHEREAS, Policy LU-39 of the Countywide Planning Policies of King County describes

. the criteria for Urban Center designation;

WHEREAS, Policy LU-40 of the Countywide Planning Policies of King County describes
standards for planned land uses within Urban Centers; :

WEIEREAS, the City of Redmond has demonstrated that Overlake meets the criteria for
designation as an Urban Center; and

WHEREAS, King County Comprehensive Plan Policy U-108 supports the development of
Urban Centers to meet the region’s needs for housing, jobs, services, culture and recreation
and to promote health.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF
KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Overlake area of Redmond is designated as an Urban Center. The list of Urban
Centers following Countywide Planning Policy LU-39 is modified to include Qverlake.

2. This amendment is recommended to the Metropolitan King County Council and the
Cities of King County for adoption and ratification.
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ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County on
September 20, 2004 in open session and signed by the chair of the GMPC.

1AL,

Ot Sirres; Chair, Growih Manage

fent Planning Council
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701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 . FRYLWNG Y TOUNGY

Seattie, WA 38104
206-296-4040 Fax 206-296-0194

Reasn 2006-578

November 20, 2006 C&Wﬂm

The Honorable Larry Phillips 1
Chair, King County Council Reedf @
Room 1200

CCURTHOUSE

Dear Councilmember Phillips:

{ am pleased to submit to you an ordinance that will adopt motions that have been approved by the
Growth Management Planning Councit (GMPC). Under the interiocal agreement that established
the GMPC, a motion is first approved by GMPC. King County Council must then approve the
motion and ratify it for the unincorporated area. Finally, the motion is sent to all of the cities in
King County for ratification. There are uo fiscal impacts to King County government as & result of
these motions.

The attached three motions are the resuit of regional cooperation. Each received unanimous
approval by the Growth Management Planning Council. One of these motions amends the
Countywide Planning Policies interim potential annexation areas (PAA) map to add the area known
as West Hill to the PAA for the city of Renton. The annexation of the West Hill arca is one of the
highest priorities of the King County Annexation Initiative. In 2005, King County supported &
community governance study that resuited ina recommendation by area residents to join Renton.
Earlier this month, [ transmitted to you an interlocal agreement (ILA) between King County and
Renton that establishes the goal to have the nearly 15,000 residents that live in the West Elill arca
annexed by Renton before January 2009. The fiscal impact of this action was analyzed in a fiscal
note attached to the legislation authorizing the 1LA.

The second motion makes a correction to Countywide Planning Policy LU-25b to allow adjustment
of growth targets as new incorporations occur in King County. The third motion amends the
Countywide Planning Policies by designating Overlake as an Urban Center, recognizing Redmond’s
efforts to plan for future redevelopment under the Growth Management Act.

15709

& King County is an Equal Opporiunicp/Affirmunive Actitn Cmployer
and complies with the Americans with Drsgbifizies Act




The Honorable Larry Phillips
November 20, 2606
Page 2

My staff is available to assist the council in its review of these GMPC motions. Please contact
Stephanie Warden, Director, Department of Development and Environmental Services (DDES), at
206-296-6700, for further information regarding this transmittal.

Sincerely,

n Sims
King County Executive

Enclosures

ce: King County Councilmembers
ATTN: Ross Baker, Chief of Staff

Shelley Sutton, Policy Staff Director
Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

Bob Cowan, Director, Office of Management and Budget

Stephanie Warden, Director, Depariment of Development and Environmental Services

Paul Reitenbach, Senior Policy Analyst, Department of Development and Environmental

Services

1570¢




Metropolitan King County Council
Growth Management and Natural Resources Comimittee

Staff Report
Agenda ltem: 3 Name: Rick Bautisia
Proposed Ord: 2008-0578 Date: February 27, 2007
Adopting GMPC Motions 06-1, 06-2 and 06-3
Attending: Paul Reitenbach, DDES

SUBJECT:

Adopting amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies to adjust lhe polential annexation
area {PAA} for the city of Renton, adjust growth targets as a result of incorporations within
exisling city PAAs, and to designate the Overlake area of Redmond as an Urban Center.

BACKGROUND:

The Growth Management Planning Councit and Countywide Planning Policies

The Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) is a formal body comprised of elected
officlals from King County, Seattle, Bellevue, the Suburban Citiés, and Special Districts. The
GMPC was created in 1992 by interfocal agreement, in response to a provision in the
VWashington State Growth Managerment Act (GMA) requiring cities and counties to work
together to adopt Countywide Planning Policies {CPPs).

Under GMA, countywide plannhing policies serve as the framework for each individual
jurisdiction’s comprehensive plan, and ensure countywide consistency with respect o land use
planning efforts. As provided for in the interiocal agreement, the GMPC developed and
recammended the CPPs, which were adopted by the King County Council and ratified by the
cities. Subsequent amendments ta the CPPs follow the same process: recommendation by the
GMPC, adoption by the King County Council, and ratification by the cities.

Amendments o the CPPs become effective when ralified by ordinance or resolution by at least
30% of the city and county governments representing at least 70% of the population of King
Counly. A city shall be deemed (o have ratified an amendment to the CPPs unless, within 20
days of adoption by King County, the city by legisiative action disapproves it.

SUMMARY:

Proposed Ordinance 2006-0578 would adopt the following three motions (06-1, 06-2 and (6-3)

approved by the GMPC in April and September 2006:

« GMPC Moiion 06-1 would amend the interim Potential Annexation Area (PAA) for the City of
Renton.

«  GMPC Motion 06-2 would make a correction to CPP Policy LU-25b to allow adjustment of
growth targets if new municipa! incorporations cccur within designated PAAs.

»  GMPC Motion 06-3 would amend the CPP Policy LU-39by adding Overlake to the iist of
Urban Cernters. ’

The ordinance would also ratify the change on behalf of the population of unincorporated King
County, as required by Countywide Planning Policy FW-1, Step 3.




GMPC MOTION 06-1 (MAP AMENDMENT: CiTY OF RENTON PAAj}

The unincorporated urban area of “West Hik" is located between the cities of Renton, Sealtie
and Tukwila and is currently located ouiside of the mapped PAA of any of these three cilies.
Qver the course of the past ten years, the West Hill community has been exploring governance

options, which have included annexation into one or more of the three adjacent cities or
incorporation as a new city.

King County has conducted two governance studies during that period to analyze financial and
service delivery issues for each of the governance options. Ultimately, both studies cancluded
that annexation was the most viable future governance option. However, until recently none of
the cilles had expressed strong interest in moving forward wiit annexation of the area.

in the past year, the Renton City Council has taken action to include the West Hill area within
their PAA, thus resolving the quandary of what to do with one of the largest unincorporated
urban areas remaining outside of a city PAA. )

Approval of Motion 06-1 would recagnize the action of the Renton City Council and is consistent
with the Growth Management Act, applicable Countywide Planning Policies, the King County
Comprehensive Plan, and the City of Renton Comprehensive Plan.

GMPC MOTION 06-2 TARGET ADJUSTMENTS FOR INCORFPORATIONS WITHIN PAAS)
The Countywide Planning Policies {CPPs) establish househaold and job growth tacgets for cities,
Potentiat Annexation Areas (PAAs), and unclaimed urban unincorporated areas.

Anticipating the eventuality of changing jurisdictional boundaries in King County, patrticulariy the
shifting of unincorporated urban areas 1o city jurisdiction, the CPPs contain policies such as LU-
250 which specifically establishes a formula for adjusting growth targets upon annexation of
urban unincorporated areas by cities. The formuia is based on a proportionality of land use
capacity in annexed areas, and ensures {hat cities take on additional target teveis
commensurate with the capacity to accommodate jobs and housing in the areas that are
annexed. Givent the frequency of annexations and ihe formula-based target adjustment calied
for, LU-25b alsc makes the adjustment process an administrative rather than a legislative
action.

The city of Renton had initiated the proposed revision to LU-25b 1o make explicit that the policy
applies equally to new tncorporations (versus Just annexations), in large measure because the
Renton PAA contains the Fairwood area, which had been under study for potential
incomoration. Since that time, the proposed incorporation failed to be approved by voters of
the proposed cily.

Although the incorporation of the Fainwood area ultimately failed, the revision to LU-25b wouid
ensure that, in any case where a new city incorporation occurs within the PAA of an existing
city, the growth targets for the existing city would be adjusted commensurate with land use
capacity for fands remaining in the PAA of the existing city

GMPC MoTionN 06-3 (LIRBAN CENTER DESIGNATION: QVERLAKE)
The City of Redmond initiated the request to amend the CPP LU-30 ta add its Qverlake area o
the tist of Urban Cenlers. The city has followed the process for obtaining such a designation,
starling with amending its own plans, policies and capital improvementi programs, and secured
the recommendation of approval for Motion 06-3 on Seplember 20, 2006 by the Growih
Management Planring Council. A complete analysis of the city's proposal as presented o the
GMPC is included as Attachment 2 to this staff report.

The CPPs describe Urban Centers as areas of concentrated employment and housing, with
direct service by high-capacity transit and a wide range of other land uses. Coleciively, they are



expecied 10 account for up to one half of King County's employment growth and one quarter of

househotd growth over the next 20 vears. The list of Urban Centers in Countywide Flanning
Policy LU-39 currently includes:
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Bellevue CBD
Downiown Aubum
Downtown Burien
Federal Way CBD
Kent CBD
Redmond CBD
Renton CBD
Seatlie CDD
Seatile Center -
First HilifCapitol Hill
University District
Northgate

SeaTac CBD
TJukwila CBD
Tolem Lake

South Lake Union

in order to be designated as an Urban Center, jurisdictions must meet specific criteria in the
Countywide Planning Policies, including having planned land uses to accommodate:

In addition to these requirements, Policy LU-40 states that fully realized Urban Centers shall be

A minimum of 15,000 jobs within one-half mile of a transit center;
Al a minimum, an average ol 50 employees per gross acre; and
At a mintmum, an average of 15 households per acre.

characterized by the following:
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Clearly defined gecgraphic boundaries;

An intensity/density of land uses sufficient to support effective and rapid transit;
Pedestrian emphasis within the Center;

Emphasis on superior urban design which reflects the local community;
Limitations on single-occupancy vehicle usage during peak commute hours;

A broad array of land uses and chaices within those land uses for employees and
residents;

Sufficient public open spaces and recreational opportunities: and

Uses which provide both daytime and nighitime activilies in the Center.

Specific factors leading to the GMPC action are that:

»

Overlake is well positioned within the regional transportation network, adjacent to SR-520
and within 3 miles of {-405 and can support extension of high capacity transit across Lake

Washingion on both {-80 and SR 520 with service to urban centers in Downtown Bellevue,

Overlake and Downtown Redmond, specifically:

» The proposed Overlake Urban Center mciudes a transit center at SR 520 and NE 40%
Street and at 152™ Avenue NE and NE 26" Street. METRO, Sound Transit and
Community Transit provide service to the area via these transit centers.

-
= Sound Transit's long range plan identifies a fixed-guideway transit system extending?

across Lake Washington on both 1-80 and SR 520 with connections to Bellevue,
Overlake and Downtown Redmond. For purposes of the initial Phase 2 financial
analysis, Sound Transit is using a represenlative alignment that includes the 1-90
crossing and then through Bellevue to Overlake and to Downtown Redmond. Within
Overlake, the representative alignment extends along 152™ Avenue NE and SR 520,
with stations at or in the vicinity of the existing Overiake transit centers. These station

locations would reinforce the vision for mixed-use development in the area, significantty
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improve travel options for people who work or live in the area, and help spur
redevelopment in the Qverlake shopping center area.

Redmond has a strong Commuie Trip Reduction program. Overlake includes 18
compantes that are atfecled by the Commute Trip Reduction {CTR} law, and they are
already achieving the City's goal for use of modes other than driving alone. Currently, 25
percent of people who work {or these employers use modes ather than driving alone, which
is on track io meet the 2012 goal of 30 percent non-single occupant vehicle (SOV).
Employers use a variety of methods to improve the non-SOV mode share inciuding private
shutlles, reserved parking for carpoois and vanpools, transit and vanpooi subsidies, bicycle
parking and flexible work schedules.

The City’s Transporiation Master Plan provides clear direction and standards for mproving
the enviromment for pedestrians and bicyclists accessing the Overlake Urban Center. The

THMP also sets out the strategy for funding these improvements and for monilering progress.

Overlake is recognized regionally as a growth center and when compared to urban centers
in King Coungr. is second for total employment only 1o three Seatlle urban centers:
Downtown, 1% Hill¥Capitol Hill, and University District (based on King Count 2005
Benchmarks Report). In terms of existing multi-family dwellings, Overlake caompares
favorably to a number of the designated urban centers in the central Puget Sound region.

As of 2004, an estimated 36,600 people worked within the proposed Overdake Urban
Center, which equates to 72 jobs per gross acre. Under the Microsofl Development
Agreement, an additional 1.5 milfion square feet of commercial fioor area {net) will be
constructed east of SR 520 within the Overiake Urban Center. With this development, the
number of people working in the Overtake Center is expected to reach 44,800 by 2022, or
87 jobs per gross acre. Based on the current rate of employment growth, Redmond
expects o reach this employment ievel earlier than 2022,

As of 2005, the Overlake Urban Center contained nearly 770 dwelling units. Redmond has
the ¢apacity under current zoning to accommodate the urban center criteria of 15
households per acre and has based its adopted growth targets on increasing the amount of
housing in this area to nearly 2,300 dwellings by 2022. This future density is within the
range of long-range densities planned for other designated urban centers in the central
Puget Sound region.

Redmond's Comprehensive Plan, development standards, and capital improvement plans
address a number of the other strategies listed in CPP LU-45. The City’s palicies and
standards emphasize the importance of designing buildings and sites to not oniy be
atlractive but also 1o encourage walking and bicycling.

Redmond’s Plan also recognizes that providing open spaces and recreaticnal apportunities
within the Overlake shopping area is a high prioiity. Finally, Redmond has also worked
closely with Bellevue through ihe Bel-Red Overlake Transportation Study (BROTS) in order
to identify and implement needed transportation improvements to improve mobility in the
veriake area.
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